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The Preface. 


be Learned Author of the humble addreſs 
» to anllluſtrious Prince of the Empi- 


bas been written in Hamburgh upon the 

eſent Controverfie, has thought it a ne- 
ceſſary Piece of Prudence to conceal his Name, tho he 
wrote among his own People with the multitude on his 
fide, It is no wonder therefore, that a Foreigner imi- 
tates ſo modeſt an Example, and chooſes rather to rely 
on the Force of his Reaſons, than on the authority of his 
Name, where the latter woud only him open to a 
vaſt Majority that think againſt him, He woud be ſu- 
re to have all the fond and ſuperſlitious Admirers of 
the famous Mr. N. * which are a Body formidable in 
their Numbers, to be his profeſſed Enemies: And yet 
be cannot forbear ſaying, that he does not look upon that 
Gentleman to be ſo conſiderable a writer as to com- 
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THE. PREFACE. 


i. — nor had he put pen 70 Paper, but 720 | 
in Regard to the Reverend Confiſtory, who have ſet their 


ſeals in a very ſolemn l 
in his short "Demonſtrations. | 


The author doer not engage in the preſent Dif 
te concerning an Union between -the Lutherans and the 
Calviniſts , which he believes will be concluded on tie 
the ſame Day of the Month, when we and our Diſſen- 
ters chall be united at Hume. He only defends tht 
Church of England in a ſingle Pojnt f Doctrine which 
a haſty writer without any Provocation has attacked in 
the Heat of his Shirmishes. For this Reaſon indeed ui 
forgive him the Refleflions he has made upon us, but think 
- our ſelves obliged at the ſame Tims to chew, that we d 
not deſerve them. 


Ton will obſerve in the Courſe of theſe Pad the 
the writer dos not pretend with Mr. N. to an Infalli- 
tity in his way of thinking: He only defires you to li) 
afide all Prejudices, and to give his Reaſons a fair Exi- 


mination. 


a © A = jm — fan — bp . — mp AY feinwwp Ms — a 


— 
EMC 
F 
— FANG 
- % | L / 0 . 
5, . 4 


— 


THE DOCTRINE 
of the Church of England | 9 
relating to the B. Sacrament. | 


t is a very great Unhappineſs attending the 
| Writers of &. e ef , that. 9 of 

a natural weakneſs of judgment, or out of a 
fond opinion of their own Parts, or which is 
moſt uſual, for want of a good argument to ſup- 
port their Cauſe, they too frequently blow them- if 
ſelves up into a Paſsion, and then lay furiously = 
about them at all adventures without Regard ei- "2 "> 
ther to Freind or Foe. To which of theſe Cau- 1 
ſes the Reader pleaſes, or to all of them, if he Lale 
thinks fit, he may aſcribe the Late unwary Con- (pac ppa— 
duct of the Celebrated Mr. N:;the moſt valiant M mn? 
among his Brethren, and for that Reaſon without Ae. | 
Doubt choſe out by them to be their Champion. | 
In a Paragraph or two of his incomparable Diſcour- 
ſe worthy the Approbation of a Learned Conſi- 
ſtory, he has reflected upon the Doctrine of the 
Church of England relating to the B. Sacrament 
of the Lords Supper. His words are, Page 37, 


of his Short Demonſtrations. 
| OT A 3 They 
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They(the Calviniſts, as he is pleaſed to call 
us,) explain the words of Inſtitution, this is my Body, 
this is my Blood, in a figurative Manner: but if 
Chriſt had ſaid, this ſignifies my Body, this ſignifies 
my Blood, then wou d it never follow that it was bis 
real Body, or his real Blood, as no one is ſo ſtupid, as to 
take the Emperor's Picture to be the Emperor himſelf, 
But as the Allmighty, omnipreſent, true and Faithfull Je- 


ſus ſaith, This is my Body, the Calvinifts are guilty 


of an Antichriſtian Praftiſe in contradicting him ſo 
impudently, and perverting his words. For they 
shut up his Body in Heaven, and teach publichly (dire- 
Eting to the Rubrick annexed to our Commu- 
nion Office) that his Body is not upon Earth. What 
remains to them then in the Sacrament ? and what Be- 
nefit can they receive from it & c. | 
The Doctrine, which he here condemn, 
is taught by all the Calviniſts in General in much 
ſtronger Terms, than the Church of England ma- 
kes uſe of; and therefore we can ſee no Res- 
ſon why he hou'd point particularly to us; un- 
leſs it be for Fear that the English, who come 
nearer to Luther than to Calvin, shou'd in Caſe 
of Neceſsity be his Freinds. Or, it may be, this 
is the Relicks of an old inveterate Hatred he has 
; conceived againſt us, for what Cauſe we know 
not, but which he has formerly vented in great 
| Abundance in a Preface he wrote to a Book en- 
titled, ehe Golden Apples &c. which is translated 
by a Friend of his out of the English into the 
German Language. In this litle Piece among 
many other Calumnies he very /iberally beftows 
upon 
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11 upon us, he ſays expreſsly of all Eng/zzh Books in 
„ General, that rhey ſpring from a Sect of People, who 
embrace fundamentally - defirutiive Errors in many 
5 Points, And in remarking the Folly of ſome of 
is the Lutheran Clergy, who think (as he ſays) that 
0 they cannot be compleat Divines unleſs they 
. have travelled into England; the good man 
. breaks out into this pious and charitable Expreſ- 
don of his Grief, alaſs, ſays he, may we not fab, 
0 and cry out in a certain ſenſe; Is it becauſe there is 
y not a God in Iſrael, that ye go to enquire of Baalſebub 
B the G od of Eky on? | \ 

s Mr. N. · muſt have heard that the Exglich 
t are a People that do not love much Ceremonie; 
or elſe he woud not have preſum'd to make ſo 
free with us upon ſo «lender an Acquaintance : 
Unleſs his Design in it be to shew the world, 


1 how capable he is of writing upon a ſubject, 
. which he do's not underſtand. For evry One, 
chat has the leaſt Knowledge of our Conſtitu- 
- tion, muſt know, that our Eſtablished Church, un- 

0 leſs this. Gentleman has changed it, is far from 

> being on the fide of Calvin, and that for one 

$ Book published againſt Calvinism in Hamburgh, 

$ we have at leaſt twenty come out againſt it in 

7 London, I will not ſay they are written with 
t all that Bitterneſs, that this good- natured Divine has 

5 wrote with, but I am ſure with a better method, 

d and more Argument. For he has ſo peculiar a 
e Talent at Reaſoning, that I cannot forbear giving 

4 my Reader aSpecimen of it, to let him ſee how 
'S he likes it; fol fo in oP 
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This excellent Writer then is not content 
to shine in the common Way, but muſt ftrike 
out a neu Method of Writing, I had almoſt ſaid, 
only I remember to have ſeen a Treatiſe writ. 
ten in the ſame Form, from whence I ſuppoſe 
he borrowed the ſcheme of his Short Demonſtra- 
tions, But I will ſtill venture to call it a Method 


unknotun to the common Reaſon and Practiſe of the Lear. 
ned, For the old-fashion'd Way of Writing is | 


firſt to weigh the ſubje& you deſign to treat 
of, and then to handle it in a method, that na. 
turally riſes from it. But this Gentleman firſt 
pitches upon his method, and then reſolves to 
make his Matter (tho never ſo tough) buckle to 
it, whether it will or not. I was in extream 
Pain for him the laſt Year, when he propoſed 
in the Courſe of his Preaching to ſplit evry Gosp! 
(run as it wou'd) equally: into four Queries, and 
the laſt of the four to be always a Curious one: 
For 1 conſidered with my ſelf that many of the- 
ſe Gospels were very ſerious and ſolemn; and 
I coud not imagine how it woud be poſsible for 
him to make himſelf merry with evry One of 
them: But it muſt be confeſſed, that he has ma- 


naged it with a great Deal of Dexterity, and ſaid 


abundance of Handſame and Witty Things, that the 
Evangelifis never thought of. Being a great Poet, 
pps he has learnt this Knack of Compoſing 
om filling up what the French call Bouts Rimes, 
where the jingles to the whole Poem are given 
beforehand, and then the Invention is put upon 
the Rack to accomodate them with — 
Make 
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make no Doubt, he fancies this Method of wri- | 
ting to have a great Deal of Ingenuity in it, but [4 
it is really as prepoſterous, as if a man shoud buy 9 
a Sadle beforehand, and then rommage the Coun- 4 

try for an Horſe to fit it. For if he shoud not _— 
happen to light of a Beaſt proportioned to his 1 
Sadle, he need only to do, as Mr. N.“ does by 
his writings, to ſtuff up the Vacuities with Straw 
instead of ſomething better. 

A Man that can be ſo affected in the Pul- = 

pit without Regard to the Sacredneſs of the 1 
Place, or the neceſſary Edification of his Hearers, | 
will not, we may imagine, give himself leſs Airs | 
in a Pamphlet, where his only aim is to display i} 

his Parts and his Fire. And certainly no Genius 1 
leſs daring than his own could ever dream of ; 
undertaking the difficult Task he ſets himſelf in 12 

his Short Demonſirations, The general ſubject 14 
of his Diſcourſe is to shew, that the Lutherans can +4 
by no Means enter into a religious Union vvith the Cal- [8 
viniſis, The moſt natural method of handling = 
this Point had been, to have proved that an i 
Union of this nature is repugnant to ſeveral Fun- 
damental Articles of Religion. But this had 
been ſo eaſy a Conqueſt over the Enemy, that he 
coud have gained no Honour by it: and there- 
fore agreeably to his way of writing he reſolves ſirſt 
of all, that the projected Union is inconfiſtent with evry 
Particular Article of the Creed, with eury one of the 
ten Commandments, with every ſingle Petition of the Lords 

Prayer, and contrary even to the Final word Amen, ta 
both the Sacraments , to the whole and each ag 
| ET. AS ar- 
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Particle of Religion : And his ſecond Reſolution is, 
that the Proofs of theſe Propoſitions shall find 
themſelves afterwards 4s well as they can, A more 
moderate Genius would in the Courſe of this me. 
thod be brought every now and then to a ſtand, 
but this inimitable writer ſupplies in Heart what 
he may vvant in Head, and ſtops at Nothing. He 
makes all the Sail he can without minding any 
Rocks or Sands that may lie in his way, and bears 
down all before him by the Help of two Figu- 
res in Logeck, of which he is a compleat maſter, the 
Petitio Principii and Ignoratio Elenchi: Both of them 
together qualifie a man to write readily and co. 
piourly upon any ſubject with equal/ Perſpicuity 
and Strength. | 
A fevv Inſtances out of his Shore Demonſtra- 
tions will make this whole Matter extremely 
clear. But becauſe Tam willing to ſet his argu- 
ments in the beſt Light I am able, I will ſappo- 
ſe him debating with himſelf upon ſome of the 
moſt important Paſſages in that Work, and caſt 
his Thoughts into the Form of a Dialogue bet- 
Veen Erdm. and N. in the following Manner. 
Erdm. Why is the projected Union be 
tween the Lutherans and the Calviniſts repu- 
ne to the fourth Petition of the Lords Prayer; 
Give us this Day our daily Bread? 
N. . Becauſe the Calvin- Teachers are not con · 
tene to receive their daily Bread from Gad, but are over 
eager to get it themſelves out of the Mouths of the Lu- 
theran Clergy. P. 19. 
Erdm. Very well: but hovv comes an Union 
| 0 


CM] 3 
s If ofthis Nature to be contrary to the Doxology? 4 
d for thine is the Kingdom, & c. 
e N. Beauſe the Calviniſts vvill not ſuffer God 
„ reign over them, but they vvill reign over God. 


— — 1 — CB — 


. P. 21. ö 
It Erdm. Is it poſſible! But novv I fancy I shall 2 
e poſe you; pray, why is the Union incompatible 1 


y with the final Word Amen? 
7 N, *** Becauſe the Calvinifts vill not beleive on 1 
- Jeſus Chrift , vvho is the Amen, the true and faithful | 
[> Witneſs, P. 22. 4 


n Erd. Incomparably good ! could you but 

be hit off the whole Catechism thus excellently! | 

y But how do you make it to be inconfiſtenc vvith \ 
the firſt Commandment? I 


y Calvinifts (as I she in another litle Treatiſe) do 
J- not vvorchip the true God; but the God of this World, 
J- the old ſerpent, the Devil and Satan him they vvorchip, 
e Calv. arg]. P. 4. | 
ſt Erdm, I confeſs you ſtartle me: Yet after 
. all I shou'd think that notwithſtanding any 
if ſuch Union we might be able to obſerve the 
e Command of Keeping boly the Sabbath 
u- N.. No, 2 15 See ſeible, for if the Union shoud 
b; go forvvards, vve hall be obliged to fland lihe dumb 
b on a 


Dogs in the Pulpit, and not be ſufferd to 
" againſt the Errors of the Calvinifts, as is our 
er Duty ; which will be @ moſt abominable Profanation of 
4 the Sabbath. Short Dem. P. 2. 
Erdm. Better and better ſtill! But ſay what 
* you will I cannot for my Liſe imagine, _ if i a | 
on 


- N.*** I i an ldolatrous Union, P. 1. ſor ohe . | 
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Shoud ſuceed, there woud be any Thing of Aur- 


der, of Theft, or of Adultery in it. 


| N. And yet it is as clear as the Sun that the 
Union is againſt all theſe Commandments : for it i a 
murdering of ſouls ; it is ſtealing our Bread from us; it 
is committing a ſpiritual Adultery, which is vvorſe than 
9 vvith our Ntighbours Wife. P. 3. Erdm. &c. 
eee "PN ; | EY, 

I am perſuaded the Reader will ſcarce 
believe, that Mr. N. argues ſo very (hrevudh,, 
till he turns to the Pages in his Book all along 
referd to; where he will meet with many more 
of his Reaſons not inferiour in Migbt to the fore- 
going. As for my own Part, I shall be very litle 
concerned at what he has or can ſay againſt the 
Englich, and leave him for the future to answer 
his own Arguments, as being indeed the only 
ones he ſeems capable of answering. The Cal 
vinifts — very * 3 to be ſu _ at * 
proving ſo many odd Things a them; the 
only Wonder 0 hat he has — no more 
Paradoxes upon them, for in hi- Way of Demonſtra- 
tion he might have gone on to she that the Cal- 


viniſts are ſo far from having the Form of Chri- 


zians, that they have not the Form of Men. They 
have no Eyes, becauſe they cannot ſee theit 
on Folly: they have no Ears, beeauſe they are 
deaf to his arguments : they have no Feeling, 
becauſe they are not ſenſible of their own Dan- 
ger: and they have no Life, becauſe they have 
no Feeling. And now, o ye Proteſtant Princes, hat 
a motley inconſiſtent Union are ye . 

n 
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An Union of the Seeing with the Blind,of the Hear- 9 


ing with the Deaf, of the Senſible with the laſen- 
fible, of the Living with the Dead. If this Gent- 
leman goes on to takePains in the vvay he is in 
he may be able in a litle Time to prove that Day 
is Night; that our Poſteriry vvere born before us; 
and diſcover ſeveral other ſurpriſing Truths that 
have lain hid from the Foundation of the World. 


In ExpeCtation vvhereof I remain his humble 


ſervant, and leave him a moment amidſt his De- 
monſtrations to come to ſomething more ſerious. 
The Church of England, a Branch of the ho- 
ly Catholick Church of Chriſt, is a diſtinct Con- 
gregation of men agteeing in the ſame Form of 
Worship as preſeribed by particular Canons, ar- 
ticles of Confeſsion, Homilies, Liturgy &c. con- 
firmed and eſtablished by the Lavvs of England. 


This Society of Perſons are diſtinguished from 


all other Profeſſors of Chriſtianity by the pecu- 


liar Name of the Church of England. They are not 


called tbe Reformed in any other Senſe, than in the 
General Import of that Word, as it includes Lu- 
therans and Calvinifts equally vvith our ſelves, as 
vve are all of us reformed fromthe Church of Ro- 
me. That vvhich makes the general Difference 
betvveen us, and all other Proteſtant Churchs abro 
ad, is the Form of our Eccleſiaſtical Govern- 
ment; for vve affirm Epiſcopacy to be of Apo- 
ſolical Inſtitution, that the Bishops are a diſtinct 
Ordet from the Prieſthood, and that they alone 
have the Povver of Ordination to the Miniſtry, as 


ſueceediug in Room of the Apoſtles. Upon cu 
OUN« 
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Foundations vve build theſe our Notions of 


Church __ $5 is beſide my preſent Purpoſe 

mention them only as articles of 
our Religion, to shevv, that vve are not Catviniſt:, 
And therefore Mr. N. 's ſtepping out of his 
vvay, to bring us into the Odious Character he has 
given of the Calviniſt:, and ſending us along vvith 
them very civilly to the Devil, is a particular Fa- 
our, for vvhich vve are the more obliged to him, 
becauſe it is entirely unmerited on our Part. ls 
this the Requital vve-haye from him for the ſer- 
vices vve have done. his;Party in the vigorous 
oppoſition vve make to the Presbyterian Tenet 
of abſolute Reprobation? This is the Chief Doctri- 
ne of the Ca/viniſts, vvhich principally diſtingui. 
shes them from the Lutherans, and in the long and 
obſtinate vvar, vvhich theſe tvvo Evangelical Bo- 
dies have vvaged together upon this Head , vve 
have been Luther's faithfull Freinds and Allies, 
and brought in more than our Quota; and tho' 
vve have not both of us been able to make the 
oppolite Party ſurrender, yet vve have obliged 


them in ſome ſort to a Retreat. For it is evident 


that the preſent Calviniſts have in a great meaſu- 
re ſoftened the hard Pofitions of their Forefathers. 
But Mr. N. has found out accidentally that in 
our Doctrine of the Sacrament vve affirm the na- 
tural Body of Chriſt to be in Heaven and not 
Earth, and therefore vve muſt neceſsarily be 


Calviniſts. A very juſt Concluſion ! Becauſe vve 


may agree vvith them in one Point, therefore it i 
neceſsary that vve agree vvith them in al, or, to 


ſtate 
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ſtate the argument mathematically, becauſe tvvo 

Triangles have one ſide equal: therefore both the 

Triangles are equal! if Mr. N. · be able to demon- 

from this too, the World vvill look upon him to 
e the greateſt Aathematician of the Age. 

But perhaps after all the very Foundation 
of his vvhole argument may be as precarious, as 
the Conſequences he dravvs from it. And it may 
þ2 at laſt that there is not that vvide Difference 


betvveen the Lutheransand the Church of England in 


this very Point relating to the Sacrament, as he 
may ſuggeſt. Whether there be or not I vvill 
give evry Lutheran Reader an Opportunity of Iud- 
ging, by propoſing our Explication of this article 
together vvith the general Reaſons, by vvhich vve 
ſupport it: vvhich is a ſe/f Defence only againſt Ca- 
lumny, and not any Attack upon the Faith of 
2 vvho may think differently from our 
elves. bs] 

Our Belief then of Chriſts Preſence in the 
holy Euchariſt is laid dovvn in general Terms in 
our Church-Catechism , vvhere among other Que- 
ſtions are theſe follovving. 

Q. Hovv many Parts are there in a Sacrament ? 

A. Tvvo: The outvvard viſible Sign, and 
the invvard Spiritual Grace. 


Q. What ts the outuvard Part or Sign of the 


Lords Supper 7 


A. Bread and vvine, vvhich the Lord hath 


commanded to be received. 


. What is the inward Part or Thing fignified? 


A. The Body and Blood of Chriſt, vvhich 
are 
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|  vve conceive our Saviours Body to be there pre. 


preſent only in a ſpirituall and Heavenly Manner 


oppoſition to the Corporeal Preſenſe of Chriſt in 


ment of the Benefits of Chriſt therein given to all wuor- 


\ TW.) 
are — indeed taken by the Faithfull in 
the Lords Supper. | LS VO ANT! 
From hence it is evident, that vve aſsert . 
the real Preſence of Chriſt in the holy Sacrament, Wra/ 
and therefore if there be any Difference betvveen Wb: 
us, it muſt be concerning the Manner in vvhich 


ſent. Our Doctrine herein is, that it is there 


to be received by Faith, as is more fully expreſ- 
ſed in the 28. Article of our Religion, vvhich ſays, 
that the Body of Chriſt is given, taken and eaten in the 
Supper only after an Heavenly and Spiritual Manner, 
and that the Mean wubereby the Body of Chriſt is recei- | 
ved and eaten inthe Supper is Faith, I need not ſay 
that we underſtand the beavenly and ſpiritual in 


the Sacrament, for Mr. N. has obſerved that al. 
ready in the Paſſage, vvhich he refers to. Tie 
vvbole Rubrick runs thus 6 

I bereasr it is ordained in the Office for the Al. 
miniſtration of the Lords Supper that the Communicants 
should receive the ſame kneeliug ( for in that poſture vve 
aluvays receive it) wuhich Order is vvell meant ſor a 
Signification of the humble and grateſull achnovvledhe- 


thy Receivers; and for the avoiding of ſuch Profan«- ¶ or 
tion and Disorder in the Holy Communion, as might Wl ve! 
othervviſe enſue; yet leſt the ſame Kneeling chould ) WI 
any Perſons , either out of Ignorance and Infirmity , or Wl fou 
out of malice and Obflinacy be misconſtrued and depra- | i 
ved, it is here declared that thereby no Adoration is in-W a l 
* | | ten- Tra. 


1 „ Ft TIN 


ww Owe 


wu wt uy 


> 


* 
* — 
” 

* 

# 4 

4 - 

1 3 
'% 


tended, or ought to be done, either unto the ſacramental 

Bread or wine there bodily received, or | unto any Corpo= 
ral Preſence of Chriſt's natural Flech and Blood. For 
the ſacramental Bread and Wine remain ſtill in their 
very natural Subfiances, and therefore may not be ado- 
red; for that were 1dolatry to be abborred' of all faith 


full Chriſtians, and the natural Body and Blood. of our 


Saviour Chriſt are in Heaven, and not here, it being 
ggainft the Truth of Chrifis natural Body, to be at one 
Time in more Places than one. 1 
vine the whole, if by the Real be under- 
ſtood the Corporeal in Oppolition to the Spiritual 
Preſence of Chriſt in the Sacrament, it is evident, 
that the Church of England diſclaims; the Real Pre- 
ſence, But if no more be implied in it, than that 
Chriſt is not imaginarily, but realy, and effefually 
preſent in the holy ſupper aſter a Myſtical, Sprri- 
tual, Heavenly Manner to be received by Faith, this 
is the ſenſe in which we believe the Real Pre- 
ſence, If any will ſtill inſiſt upon it, that our 
Faith comes not up to the full meaning of the 
words real Preſence, we will very willingly give 
up the Term to them, provided they will allow 
us to be right in the Doctrine it ſelf, 
But whether we err in this Point of Faith, 
or not, muſt be tried by inquiring into the true 
Senſe of the Words of Inſtitution, this is my Body, 
whereon the Doctrine of the B. Sacrament is 
founded: that we underſtand them figuratively 


is not denied: but to ſay, that by departing from 


a literal Interpretation we deal Antichriftianly, con- 
adict our Saviour impudently, _ pervert his Wards, 
is 


„ 
is to make uſe of Calumny inſtead: of argument 
for it is abuſing us ùpon ſuppoſition only, that our 
Saviour really gave his natural human Body to be 
eaten, which is taking for granted the very Point in 

eſtion. We believe our B. Lord to be Truth: 

it ſelf, that he can neither deceive, nor be decei. 

ved; and for that very Reaſon we do not believe 
that he intended all, he ſpake, in a literal ſenſe, 
becauſe many of hisExpreſvions are true only in 
a figurative Interpretation. When theJews de- 

manded a Sign of him, croshew by what autho- che 
rity he drove the Merchants out of the Temple, MW cor 
Aeftroy bis oo , ſays he. nd in tree Days 1 wil i lite 
raiſe it up , yet his faithfull In ter the Wl vet 
Evangeliſt ſays, that he ſpake of the Temple of bu the 
Body). He ſays expresly , that he is the Door, the We. 
true vine&c, which are Expreſsions that Mr. N. WW ke 
will explain figuratively, without any Hazard of Wl 4 
dealing Antichriſtianly , contraditimg our Saviour impu- Wl s 
dently,and perverting his words. The Reader will ob. Wl io 
ſerve therefore, that our Diſpute is not -concer- MW v 
ning the Veracity of our B. Saviours Words, but on. th 
ly concerning the Interpretation of them. And I cl 
then the Pointein Queſtion will be this. 

. Whether the Words of Inſtitution, whereon WW a 
the Doctrine of the B. Sacrament is founded; are In 
to be underſtood in a literal, or a Figurative Wl 
But before I proceed to examine this Point, l 
I cannot help {dying, that it ſeems very unac- I : 
countable, thatthe Lutherans should urge us with 
the neceſsity of a literal Interpretation: this is put- 
| "20 ting 
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nany Letters: be — one Regard. to any 


abſurdities, that may flow from it, we. cannot ſee 
how the Lacberan DoUtine in this Harticular can 


ſupport it ſelf; Since it ſeems to us nde 
that the Rumam Catholicks have in thigh 7 | 
moſt, eral ſenſe of the Words on the 

lam ite lee ed gone 

theran Divines ha 
common Senſe tg. Sp hovered 
lterally,, 1 would A 
red by an Ordinary, Reader, 
the Teſtof ee — 5 he 
le a om 
ke 1 it to. 


Is s my FR in the ſame N 
ſon takes a Purſe 76500 in his 5 she- 
1522 it N 4 Gola, without EE OUS Notice of 
contains at; or as.a Ph 
ing a 7 to his Patient, tells him, that i 3 L 
— 10rd Without mentioning 
2 a Lover preſenting his Miſtreſs with a Dia- 
mond deſires her to accept of that Jewe/ 
without obſerving, thas, he makes her a Preſent 
of the 2 APN Theſe are familiar Inſtances, 
in hi Lutheran: Writers love to explain 
themſelyes upon this Head. But who does not 
ſee, that this is a compendious Way of ſpeaking, 
þ ll ſired to the Dignity. of ae, that 


ads, . 
2 F e obvious ſenſe of io 
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4 is not allowable" even in'cormmhn6hnD 


ſe op oft his 1 Gold, the Phraſe, hg short. i 


cable to the Words of Inſtitution; becauſe't . 


gave to his Diſciples was his real natural Body 


( #6.) 


except where it is rèaſonable to ſup 8 tha 
thePerfon, to 'whom'you' peak, is 2 toll 
te our having g w Things 1 in your Hand? For if 

th the Thin s ate not perceivable, or if one of 
them at leaſt be not natura ſuppoſed to con 
tain the other, the N would be abſurd: 
In the fir Inſtance e aPerfon holding up a Pur 


ie; hecauſe the Purſe is Hiaturall 
to {onto yg in t. which — 


held "Ne, whole up m Han dey or 
5 920 f wh Far Er is 
wou V ergeben, as not 
tobe ge 8d: decauſe the Demonſtrative 
points only to oi ſubſtance in Vie ws, and there 
1s no negeſzity to uppoſe Lump of Lead to be 
the Vehicle of any Thing "elſe. ' For the 5 
Reaſon this Form ofExpretion carmot be app 


are neither twoSubſtances perceivable, nor istheſ |! 
one 1 24 — poſed to contain the other; nc 
there being 7 — of Relation between the bi 
Body 670 Gur ior and the Bread, to make it th 
reaſonable'in the Nature of the Thing to ſuppoſe 
the one to go along with, in, or under the other. 

- * The plain, unforced, literal Meaning of the 
Words of Inſtitution i is, that what our B. Saviour 


2 2 


only: 


5 
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that 


he 


Original will not admit of that Conſtruction, ; 


i tand that would be to affirm that it was Bread and 


or il 


not Bread at the ſame Time: much leſs does he, 
Way, hs i Bread and my. Body: left of all does he 


urdM(:ys abſolutely, this i my Body, he makes Mention 


ment. So that 


dy 


of no more ſubſtances than one; ſuppoſing him 

to have given them his Body only, the Expreſsion 
could not have been more plain, than it is; and 
Conſequently if we take the pro 
of ſo many Syllables, the Diſl 
thing from him, but his Bo 
ceived nothing 


per Signification 
ciples did receive no- 
and if they re- 
from him, but his Body; there 
muſt of Neceſſity have been a Change of the Ele- 
the Arguments that are brought 
in Favour of a literal Explication of the Words of 
Inſtitution, let them be drawn from what Topick 
ſever, are ſo. many Diſtinct Arguments in favour 


of Tranſsubſtantiation, and do really betray the 


Cauſe of Lutheranism, when 
brought in to defend it. 


2 


ry 


It is a Satisfaction to me to 


they are unwarlly 
find, that what 


* 


have to offer againſt a literal Interpretation will 
not be levelled againſt the Lutherans in General, 


but only ,againft ſome 


patticular Men among 
them, who have the Popish Cauſe at heart. 
To the Point therefore. 
We allow that all holy Scrip 
terpreted in a /itera/ and Hiſtorical ſenſe; unleſs, 


tureis to be in · 


where there is evident Neceſsity from the whos. 


B 3 


le ſcope of the Diſcourſe runn 


ing in a Metaphor, 


Or 


— 
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from parall cY Mm Witting 

or from parallel places of che facred Writings o 
from ſome Weder uc Principle of Tight 
Reaſon to interpret it fignratvely,” For other. 
wiſe illminded Men might explain away the 
Meaning of the cleareſt Pafßsageg of holy Writ by 
Figures and Alluſions in defenſe of the moſt er- 
travagant o inions. | oy 3 1 han 

We allow farther that the Inconceivable. 
neſs of any Propoſition in holy Scripture to our 
finite Apprehenſion is no argument, why ttshoud 
not be interpreted in a Meral Senſe. For our 
being unable to conceive, how a Thing can be, 
is no Objection againſt the Reality of it. We 


cannot conceive how any Thing can be Infini-J 


te, and again we cannot conceive, but Something 
muſt be Infinite; Both ſides are inconceivable, 
and yet they are ſuch poſitive ContradiCEtions, 
that one of them muſt neceſtarily be true, and 


_ conſequently fomething muſt be true, which 


we cannot conceive. Things do not depend 
upon our Imagination for the Truth of their Exi- 
ſence, if they did, they would be, and not be at 
the ſame Time according to the different caps 
cities of ſeveral Men as they could, or could not 
conceive them. In fact it is evident, that, if a 
Man will believe no more than he can compre- 
hend, he muſt reduce all Science, as well as Faith, 
into a narrow Circle, and be no leſs a Sceptick in 
Philofophy, than Heretick in Religion. For he 
muſt deny that one Body is heavier, than ano- 
ther; becatiſe he can gire no account of the 


Na- 


1 


N 
(29) 
ps, of Nature of Gravity; and disbelieve the familiar 
right W-fets of the mariners Needle, becauſe they are 
ther. — to be 4 If then we are 
the Nobliged in common Life to believe many Things, 
b he Natures of which we cannot comprehend. 
how much morereaſonabte is it to imagine; that 
the deep Things of God, and of a future Lifecan- 
E — athomed with the Line of human Under- 
dud Bur then at the fame Time we muſt be at 
our Nlowed to make a plain, obvious, and neceſiary 
be, Diſtinction between thoſe Things, Which are 
We above 1 - our Knowledge,and thoſe Things, 
ini · W which are diref#y oppoſite to the Principles of ”; 
ing Wl which we do know. What is beyond the Reach of 
le, our Apprehenfion we are no Judges of, and con- 
ns, ſequently muſt depend upon the Authority of 
nd thoſe, that are; but we are ſo far Judges of what 
ich we find to be oppofice to our Reaſon as to know 
nd that either that, or our Reaſon muſt neceſzarily 
vi · ¶ be falſe. If a Naturaliſt will tell me, that by Ob- 
at ſervation of the beſt Glaſses there are found to 
a. be many Millions of Animals in a Drop of Vine- 
ot gar, and will argue from their having Life, that 
a WM conſequently they muſt have Lungs, Heart, and 
e- W Liver, with all the ſeveral Veſsels of Digeſtion, 
h, and for the ſeperation of the Blood and animal 
in WJ Juices; J can only admire at the moſt exquiſite 
e Contrivance of theſe little Beings, which vaſtly 
. W exceeds my Comprehenſion : But: cannot ſay; 
e chat there is any Thing in it oppolite to any one 


„ 
received Principle of Reaſon, or of Senſe. But 
if he should go on to tell me, that every one o 
theſe Inſects has an Heart as big as a Man's Heart: 
This would not (properly ſpeaking) be to aſert 
ſomething above my Reaſon to comprehend,but I rſt 
it would be an Aßertion directly oppoſite to 
the firſt Principles of Reaſon, and Senſe: for if 
the firſt Principles of Reaſon, and ſenſe be true, 
ſo many Bodies of that Dimenſion cannot be 
contained in ſo small a Space. To paſs from hu- 
man Authority, which 1s fallible, to the Divine, 
wherein we can be deceived only by a falſe [n- 
terpretation. When we read in the holy Scri- 
ptures, that God is Eternal, we are obliged to abi- 
de by the Letter, becauſe tho' we cannot have 
any Adequate Idea of an Eternity, yet as far as 
we can concetve of it, there is nothing in it op- 
poſite to the common Maxims of Reaſon and ſen- 
fe, to make a figurative Interpretation neceſsary: I t 
But when we read. that God is vexed andgrieved Il 
at the Heart, and the like; we cannot underſtand WM « 
theſe Expreſsions literally, but only as ſpoken by 
way of accommodation to human Infirmities; Wl ' 
becauſe it is a Contradiction to the Principles of 
found Reaſon, to attribute any Imperfection of 
Paſsion to the Deity. I inſtance in two Caſes, 
vvherein every one vvill agree vvith me, that the 
former of them, tho* it exceeds our Comprehen- 
fion, is to be taken literally; and the latter to be 
explained by a Figure, becauſe a literal ſenſe 1s 
_ oppoſite to the Dictates of _— Reaſon. And 
from hence I infer this Propoſition, W lay 
Ov Vn 


(25) 
dovvn as the Fundamental, for reſolving the Point 
in Diſpute. Viz. e 

That no Interpretation of any Paſsage of ho- 
ly Seripture can be true, vvhich contradiCts the 
firſt Principles of Reaſon and ſenſe. 


Thisſeems to me a ſelf. evident Propoſition, 


but to prevent the Ground's ſinking under the 
Weight, I shall lay upon it, be pleaſed only to 
conſider an abſurdity or tvvo, vvhich vvill follovy 


from a contrary ſuppoſition. 
If an Interpretation of any Paſzage of holy 


Writ be admitted, vvhich contradicts the firſt 


Principles of Reaſon, and ſenſe; it vvill lay a Ne- 


ceſsity upon us of underſtanding every Other 


paſsage of Scripture literally, hovv unreaſonable 
ſoever it may be in it ſelf. We shall be obliged 
to believe, that God is ſubject to the Violence of 
paſsions, that he has Hands, and Eyes, and Feet; 
that our B. Saviour is a Vine, a Door, a Rock &c. 
For there is no Reaſon, vvhy vve should not un- 
derſtand theſe and the like places of Scripture 
literally, but only this; becauſe a literal Explica- 
tion of theſe paſsages vvould be oppoſite to the 
firſt Principles of Reaſon and Senſe. But if ſuch 
an Interpretation may be admitted in One Caſe, 


then barely to ſay, that it is oppoſite to Reaſon. 


and Senſe, is no Objection againſt a literal Inter- 


pretation in any other Caſe. We muſt therefore 


elther interpret every Part of Scripture literally, as 


it runs, vvithout Regard to any abſurdities, that 
may follovv from it; or vve muſt lay dovvn this 


to be the Rule of Interpretation; that vvhat can» 
| By ; not 
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| not be interpreted literally vvithout a manifeſ 
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Oppoſition to Reaſon and Senſe, muſt be inter. 
preted in a 3 Manner. 
Again, 

explained in a Way directly oppoſite to Reaſon 
and Senſe, then that ſingle palage will deſtroy 
the Authority of the Whole. The Goſpel vn 
originally atteſted by Miracles, which are an Ap. 
peal to the received Principles of Reaſon and Sen- 
se. The Works that I do in my Fathers Name, ſays 
our B. Saviour, they bear witneſs of me. But the 


miracles our Saviour performed could be no other-} 


wiſe a Teſt of his Authority, than upon Suppoſi- 
tion only, that the Principles of Reaſon, and Sen- 
ſe are true and infallible ; Now if any Paſsage 
be rightly interpreted in contradiction to thele 
Principles: One of theſe two Things muſt necel- 
farily follovy, either that that Paſsage is falſe in it 
ſelf, or elſe that the Principles of Reaſon and Sen- 
ſe are not to be depended upon, chooſe which 
you will, and it deſtroys the authority of the 
whole; for if any Paſsage be falſe in it ſelf, the 
Author cannot be divine and infallible, and if the 
Principles of Reaſon, and Senſe are not to be de- 
pended upon, then the Miracles, by which the 

Whole is atteſted, can be. no Proof of its Autho- 


Te The n whether the words 
of Inſtitution are to be explained literally, or by 
aFigure, is now reduced to this particular One, 
whether the literal Senſe contains a Myſtery, 
that exceeds our Comprehenſion ; or an Aſserti = 


any Paſsage of Scripture may be truly 


. 8] 


nifeſiiirectly oppoſite to the firſt Principles of Reaſon 
inter. Ind ſenſe ? If the former only, then there is no 


eceſsity of departing from a jtera/ Interpreta- 
Dion; but if the latter, then are we obliged to 
nderſtand the Words Figuratively, unleſs in De- 
enſe of one Abſurdity we will run our ſelves 
to many more, and explain every Other paſsa- 


rithout renouneing the Evidence of Reason and 


ſen Wenſe, and by that Means overthrowing the Au- 
* thority of the Whole. 2 
ef. 


That it is impoſsible for a Thing to be and not to be 
of. Wt the lane Timer T 

en- N of the ſame Thing : thatOne is not o many as twelve : that 
age a Subſtance cannot be entire and divided at the ſame In- 
ele I fart, that one perſon cannot be two or more diflintt per- 
el. WH ſors, and ebe Like, are firſt Principles of Reaſon and 
it ſenſe, and as true as the Scriptures themſelves: I 
n- ¶ will venture to add, shat they have a greater Evi- 
ch WM dence of their Truth, than the ſacred Writings 
he WF have: For tho' the Scriptures have all the Evi- 
he WF dence any abſent matter of Fact is capable of; 
he ¶ and conſequently muſt command the Aſcent of 
e- ¶ every Rational unprejudiced Man; yet it muſt 
ie i be confeſsed at the ſame Time, that they have not 


o- that Demonſtrative irrififtible Evidence, which the- 


ſe Propofitions have: If they had; there would 
be no ſuch Thing as an hfdel, or Deift in the 
World: Becauſe there is no Man in the World, 
„that underſtands the Terms of the Propoſitions, 
„vo is not convinced of the Truth of theſe Uni- 
n verſal Dictates of Natural Reaſon and Senſe... 


ge of Scripture literally, which cannot be done 


hat the whole is greater than any Parr 


It 
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It then any Paſßage of holy Seripture be in- 


d in ſuch a Manner, as that it cannot be 
true, unleſs theſe Propoſitions be ſuppoſed falſe; 
then it is evident, that that Paſsage — not con- 
tain a Myſtery ſuperiour to Reaſon and Senſe; but 
it contains a paſitive Contradiction to both. If the 
Words of Inſtitution in Particular be taken lie. 
rally, the Reſult will be, that the foregoing Pro- 
poſitions muſt neceſsarily be falſe; and conſe. 


* quently a /iteral Interpretation will be diametrically 


oppoſite to the firſt principles of Reaſon and Sen- 
fe: For he, who will believe /ieraly that in the 
Inſtitution of the B. Sacrament the Disciples did 
really receive, and eat the very natural Flech and 
Blood of Chriſt, which was born of the Virgin 
Mary, and is confeſsed to have the ſame Proper- 
ties with our Bodies, and was at laſt hung upon 
the Cross, muſt in direct Conſequence from hen- 
ce believe the very Reverſe to thoſe nnconteſied 
Principles of Reaſon and Senſe, viz. ws 
That our B. Saviour took bis whole Natural Body 
into his Hand: © 3 | 
| That he gave himſelf away from bimſelf into the 
Hands of bis Disciples : | 
That he was eaten by them at the jame Time; 
that he ſat untouched before them: _ 
at they dramt tus very Blood out of the Cup, as it 
iwas running in bis Veins : ON 4 | 
That each his Disciples apart eat his whole Bo- 
dy, and yet there was but one whole Body among them 
all, and yet that one Body was- (till whole and: unea- 
ten KC. tis £ SPE e E90t 5 


Now 
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No the Queſtion is not whether our B. Sa- | 


yiour, as he is God as well as Man, cannot make 
theſe Things be: (This isarguing upon a wrong 


Baſis ; for we will give Mr. N. Leave to vent 


his innoaemt Spleen againſt our celebrated Bishop 
Pearſon, P. 25. and to believe, if he pleaſes, that 


God can work Contradictions, tho” they be no 


Objects of Power, without any prejudice to our 
Argument.) But the Queſtion is, whether Omni- 
potenee can effect theſe Things without de- 
ſtroying the Evidence of Reaſon and Senſe? he 


ther iſ theſe Things ean be true, our Reaſon and 


Senſe muſt not be fundamentally falſe; and if they 
be fundamentally falſe, how can Miracles she 
the Gospel to be the Word of God? Or how will 
any Man prove the Scriptures to be true by more 
infallible Evidence, than that by which we prove 
theſe propoſitions to be falſe. If we cannot be ſu- 
re, that theſe Things are impoſstble, we cannot 
be ſure that any Thing is impoſſible z it is poſ- 
fible then, that there may be no{ſach Words in 
Scriptures as, this is ny Body, and we can as ſoon 
believe that, as interpret them Jiteralh, becauſe 
we can do neither without digging up the very 
foundations, upon which the Evidence of all 
Truth is founded? W 19 
The leaſt that one would imagine is, that the- 
re is evident Neceſsity to be pleaded on the fide of 
a literal Interpretation to ballance the many Incon- 
liſtencies, that flow from it: but to our great ſur- 
priſe we cannot find any, either in the Nature of 


the Thing, or in the Manner of the GG” 
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If there were any Neceſsity in the Nature 


of the Thing, it muſt be either becauſe Sacrament; 
will not admit of Figures, or becauſe the Bene. 
fits received from the Holy Euchariſt cannot be 
conveyed to us, unleſs Chriſt be corporealy preſent 
there. But that Sacraments. will admit of Fi. 
gures is evident, becauſe it is the very Nature of 
them to exhibit inviſible Graces: under viſible 
Signs: And in the Inſtitution of this Sacrament 


the Cup is confeſsedly by a Figure put for the 


Wine contained in it. 
Mr. N. therefore lays the whole Streſs upon 
the 5 to be received; which he imagi- 
nes my ee ar yy to us WAR the 
Corporea/ Preſence of Chriſt; for upon obſervi 
that we teach publickly, that Chriſts natural Body 28 
Heaven and not upon Earth, he asks, what remains t 
us then in the Sacrament? and what Benefit we can re- 
cejive from it. The ſame, we humbly hope, that 
theLutherans believe, are communicated to them. 
When we are oppreſsed with our Sins, we ho- 
pe tolay down the Burthen of them at this Me- 
rey Seat, by sharing in the Merits, which we here 
commemorate. When our Faith is faint and 
Languid, we look upon theſe Tokens of the Co- 
venant between God and us, to cherish and ſup- 
it. Do our hopes begin to droop? we la 
on theſe Pledges oſ Gods Love to Mankind, 
to animate them afresh. Is our Charity cold and 
contracted 2 we take a Coal from this Altar, to 
warm it into Life again. In short. If all the Gra- 
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Ire IN by a $iritua/ Communion with Chriſt in this ho- 
nes ly Sacrament to get a new ſupply of them; to 
je- gain more Light in the Underſtanding, more 
be MY Warmth in the affections, more Co 
nt under Trial, more Reſolution in Virtue &c. - Anc 
'i- Vill wy Man preſume to ſay , that our Saviour 
of ¶ cannot beſtow the Bleſsings upon us without 
le being corporeally preſent with us. is he a God at 
nt Hand then, and not a God afar off? Cannot he, 
ne who put Virtue into the Waters of Jordan to eu · 
te Naaman the Syrian of his Leproſie, put a Virtue 
n WW into the holy Elements to heal ourSpiritaa/\In- 
i: firmities? May not theſe Graces be conveyed to 
je Ius by Baptism? Why then is it not equally ne- 
2 believe Chriſt to be corporealy preſent 
there too? This were to preſcribe to our Saviour 
in what Manner he shall convey his Grace to usz 
and peevishiy to infinuate, that we will have 
the real Flesh of Chriſt, or that we Will have No- 
| Where then lies this mighty Neceſsity of a 
lizeral Interpretation in oppoſition to the firſt Princi- 
ples of Reaſonand Senſe? is it in the Words them- 
elves? But that they are capable of aFigurativeSenſe 
is undeniable, becauſe they may beas eaſily taken 
Figuratively,as when Joſeph ſays to Pharaoh; The 
ſeven Years of Corn are ſeven Years of Plenty: or as 
St. Paul ſays of the Israelites ; they Drank of - that 
Kock which followed them, and that Rock was Chriſt : 
or as our Saviour ſays of himſelf, that he is the arue 
Vine: In all theſe Inſtances the Figure is confeſ- 
ſed to be Natural and eaſy , * 
ä there 
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figurative Senſe, but that it is very natural and 


(32) 
there can be no Difficulty in underſtanding theſW;gre 
Words of Inſtitution figuratively. * 


Our B. Saviour has expreſsed himſelf in the Sacr 
fixth Chapter of St. John with relation to eating ſove 


his Flesh, and drinking his Blood in much ſtron. N and 


r Terms, than thoſe, he makes Uſe. of in the In. ¶ app 

itution of the Sacrament, and yet he explains MW Poſc 
his own Meaning in a Spiritual and figurative ſen. Make 
ſe. His words are: v. 53. verily, verily I ſay u- ry 
zo you, Except ye eat the Flesh of the Son of Man, ani ¶ vio 
drink his Blood, ye have no Life in ou. Whoſo eattth mo 
my Flesh and drinketh my Blood, hath Eternal Life, «il W tio 


Iwill raiſe him up at the laſt Day. Fur my Flesh s che 


Meat indeed, and my Blood is Dritk indeed. &c. But Wl fo 
how are we to receive this Flesh and Blood, tha 
which is Meat indeed, and Drink indeed? Our as 
Saviour himſelſ tells us in a ſpititual Manner, not ¶ rer 
with the Mouth, but by Faith. v.3 5. Jeſus ſad ¶ Pa 
unto them I am the Bread of Life, he that cometh to ne on 
shall never hunger, and be that believetb on me chall ne: ¶ wi 
ver thirfl, Coming to him, and believing on hin fat 


are made the ſame with eating his Flesh, and drin. br 


King his Blood. And becauſe he perceived the W in 
Diſciples were offended at the hardneſs of the is 
Expreſsion, which they underſtood Jiterally, he I th 
therefore adds in the Concluſion, which is the W ot 


Key to the Whole. v. 36. I « the Spirit, that quick» Wi A 
neth, the Flesh proſiteth Nothing, the Words that I ſpeak Wl G 


unto you, they are Spirit, and they are Life, = 
I will add farther, that the Words of Inſtitu- 
tion may not only with Eaſe be interpreted in a 


agreeable 
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zreeable.to the Inſtitution of the holy Euchariſt 
to interpret them in ſuch a Manner. As the B. 
Sacrament ſucceeded in Room of the Jewish Paſ- 
wer, there isa very greatAnalogy between them; 
and the Terms of the Pascal ſupper are frequently 
applied to the Holy Communion, Chriſt is called our 
ans Wl Poſrover, that was ſacrificed for us, and the Lamb, that 
en. Ml taketh away the Sins of the World, It was at the ve- 
u-Wry Time of Celebration of the Paſcha, that our Sa- 
aui viour inſtituted the B. Sacrament. And what is 
th WM more natural to imagine, than that in an Inſtitu- 
mi tion not unlike that, he was performing, he 
b « MW chould allude to the common Forms of Expreſ- 
ut I fion, that were uſed upon that Occafion. On 
od, Wl that annual Solemnity every Maſter of a Family, 
ur as he diſtributed of the Lamb to his Houshold, 
ot repeated theſe Words of Moſes: This is the Lords 
aid i Paſrover, But it is certain that the firſt Lamb 
ne only was the Paſsover, and all ſucceeding Ones 
1e · WF were but Memorials of it, tho they ſtill bore the 
im I ame Name, In like Manner our B. Saviour took 
in. bread, and brake it, and gave to his Diſciples,ſay- 
he i ing, this is my Body, which is broken for you. But it 
he is certain, that his Body was not yet broker, and 
ne i therefore the Diſciples could d himno 
he I otherwiſe, than as, 2h is the Lords Paſcover, or a 
c&- ¶ Memorial, as it was shortly to be, of the Lamb of 
a: WF God slain for us: Especially as our Saviour adds 
expreſsly, Do this in Remembrance of me. 71 
Us In the ſecond Part of this Inſtitution our Sa- 


12 WF viour took the Cup, 13. it to his Disciples, 
f ſaying, this is my Blood of * 7 Famene, ung 
| ; . SEA 


TOI — 
shed for many for the Remiſcion of Sint, which are 
near the ci. Words of Moſes, when he ſprinkled 
the Book of the Law, and the People with the 
Blood of Calves and of Goats, ſaying, Th is the 
Blood of the Teſtament, which God hath enjoyned unto 
you: The Blood being the Token of the Teſtament 
or Covenant, which God made with them. The- 
ſe ere Forms of Expreſsion therefore, with which 
the Jews were well acquainted, and which the 
Diſciples entertained without any ſurpriſe. They 
ask him no Queſtion; which was ſo very natu- 
ral to them upon all other Occaſions, and which 
they would certainly have, done in the preſent 
Caſe, had they been commanded to drink rel 
Blood in Oppoſition to their Law. 

My General ATION is this, 
If there was all the Neceſsity imaginable to 


oblige us to a /iteral Interpretation, we could not 


comply with it: Becauſe a /iteral ſenſe is contrali 
ftory to all the Evidence, we have, of any Propo- 
ſition's being true, and if we ſuppoſe it only, it 
vill invalidate the authority of the whole Scripture. 
Much leſs can we embrace a literal Explicatim, 
when we ſee no Manner of Neceſsity, either in 
the Nature of the Thing, or in the Form of the 


Expreſsion to oblige us to it. Leaſt of all can 


We aſsent to it, when we find a figurative ſenſe to 
be very Natural, and agreeable to the Style of the 
Holy Scriptures, to the Manner of our B. Saviour“ 
expreſsing himſelf on the like Occaſion, and to 
the Deſign and Inſtitution of this very Sacre 
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* It wil be alittle ſurpriſing to theReader, if 
1 the at laſt 1 should confirm this whole Argument 


with ſo great an Authority, as that of Mr. N. · him- 
ſelf: And as far as he can have any Notion of his 
own Words, he aſserts the very ſame Doctrine, 
which he oppoſes; for he ſaysP. 45. The Body of 
Chriſt is eaten in the Holy ſupper, by all the Communieants 


- with the mouth, aud tbas not after a groſs, and natural 
þ 6 Manner, as F. les h 15 eaten out of the. Disb, chewed, and 
a  onfumed; where qe Perſon cannot eat, what has been 


hich eren by another: No, we muſt not entertain ſuch groſs, 
* Capernaitical, carnal T houghts of it. But it is do- 
= I after a Supernatural, heavenly, ſpiritual Man- 

ner, ſo that e receive indeed the Real Natural Body of 

Chriſt, but invifibly , without chewing. or conſuming it: 
wo ſo that what one Perſon. receives and eats, is received and 
no een ©) another, and has been, is, and will be received by 
wy many I houſands of T houſands till the Day of Judgement. 
In Here headyancesthe Doctrine of the Church 
Fr of England in expreſs Terms; ſetting aſide only the 
NY unteligible Part of his Diſeourſe, wherein he talks 
of eating natural Flesh ſpiritually with the Mouth. 
That the Flesh of Chriſt is eaten Siritualy in the 


* holy Sacrament is the great Point wherein e are 
all agreed. But that the Mouth is a Spiritual Or- 

Call . — 

zol gen, or that there is a ſupernatural way of eating 


"he BY rural Herb without ang or conſuming it. 
ur are forms of Expreſsion, which ſeem to us very 
harsh and improper, and no where to be met with 

in the Scriptures... Our Saviour ſays take and 2 
2 this, 


lt N. B. he alludes. to the Fews of Capernaum , St. 
John Ch. 6. 
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this, as poſit ively, as he fays; thi i is my Body the 


whole is one entire Sentence, and there i is no Rex I 


ſon to underſtand one Part of it Spiritually, and the 
other naturally: if he ſpeaks'of his Natural Body 
given into the Hands of his Disciples, be f — 
of natural eating too: but if he ſpeaks of @ ſuper: 
natural eating his Body; the whole is to be under. 
ſtood of a Siena! Reception. And then Chriſt i 
no otherwiſe e in the holy Sacrament, than 5 
he is there eater, that is, ſpirieaally,not corporeaty, 
aCommunication of himſelf-t6-our Minds thy 
Faith, in ſuch an ineffable Manner, as that the holy 
Elements are not only — but alfo the &u 
of his Grace beſtowed upon us. 

In fine, we abide in General by dhe gurt. 
ve Terms of Inſtitution, this is my Body: hence ve 
are ſaid to receive the Lords Body, to eat his Flesh 
and to drink his Blood, to partake of his moſt pre- 
cious BodyandBlood; ; and ig bone The Luthe- 
rans perſue th e Figure in ſtill ſtronger Term: 
and partake of the Lk real and natural Flegh 
and Blood. Nay, ſeveral of our own Writers, . 
Arehbichop Cranomer, Doctor Taylor, & e. have in 
ſuance of this Figure aſserted the Doctrine o the 
real Preſence in Terms as myſterious and obſcure, 


as the Lutherans, and if Mr. N. had light upon 


any of theſe Authors, he had challenged us as Lu- 
therans. But when Any of theſe Divines, Ger 


man or Englich, come out of the Figure, and fpenk 


naturally, they tell us, that they mean only a &. 


ritua Reception, and that our Saviours Body is 


eaten in the Sacrament only alter a ** 
. | * 


— 
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(97) 
ritual, heaventy Manner. This is Demonſtration 
« Wherefore, that our Difference is merely Nominal, 
and not real, All of us meaning the ſame Thing un- 
der different Expreſsions, mY 
I cannot conclude this little Piece without 
discovering ſo much of the Lutheran in my ſelf, as 
to endeavour to vindicate the Character of Dr. 
Luther from the unhandſome Treatmenr he has late- 
ly met with from the Clergy of Hamburg. They 
are willing (it ſeems) to ſacrifice the Honour of 
their great Founder in Defenſe of their new Cham- 
holy n: for they affirm (Vor: Erckl. P. 17.) that 
e Sl WWMr. N's Reflections upon the Calviniſts come 
N xnot up to the Severity ofthoſe, which Lurher him- 
Arat. I ſelf has eaſt upon them, for, ſay they, be has joy- 
e we ¶ ved the Sacramentarians, who deny ehe Real Preſence of 
lech, Bi Chriſt in the boly ſupper , in Company with an hundred 
pre · ¶ ehouſand Devils, Who is there now ſo partially 
athe- Wh fond of Luther, as not to allow him to be oftenti- 
erm mes too arm and paſsionate in his Exprefs ions? 
Flesh And is it not an hard Fate for him, to have thoſe 
rs, . unguarded Periods of his Diſcourſe particularly 
| 5 pointed to by thoſe, who call themſelves his 
the Friends? As for my own Part, when I compare 
cure, theſe extravagant Flights together with the other 
upon Bl eminent Qualities of that great good Man, I look 
Lu · ¶ upon them to be the Shades only, that ſet off the 
Beauty of the Piece. The Cauſe of Reformation, 
he was engaged in, demanded an uncommon Fi- 
re, and Bravery; and his ſtarting aſide now and 
then out of the way, like aGenerous War-horſe, 
Shews only the Excellency of his Breed, and the 
C 3 | Good. 
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Goodneſs of his Mettle. But the Door is not 
really ſo Angry as theſe learned Gentlemen 
would make him, and the paſsage, they refer to, 
recelves but little advantage from their Citation: 
for the Paragraph runs thus. # — 

With the words of Inflitution thou mayſt 7 
thy weak Conſcience, and ſay, altho numberleſs Thou- 
ſands f Devils in conjunction with the Sacramenta- 
rians should moſt impudently with one Voice affirm, how 
can Bread and wine be the Body and Blood of Chriſt? t. 
Tet 1 am ſure that all the Spirits and learned men put 
together are not ſo wiſe aud underſtanding, as I know 
God to be in hu minuteſt Finger. Now the Words o 
Chrift are expresly, T ake, eat, this is my Body, Drink 
ye all. of this for this is. the New Teſtament in ny 
Blood c. To theſe Words we aſvent, to theſe we al. 
here conſtantly, and we would fain ſee, who they are, that 
dare to dictate to Chriſt, or teach, or do otherwiſe, than ht 
has ſaid. 

What is there now in this innocent Paſsage 
compared to Mr. N.*'s Expreſsions, wherein he 
charges the Calviniſte with being worshipers of the 
Devil, and with being Devils themſelves? What 
is there to be compared to all that Load of Calum- 
ny and Log with which Mr. N. has 
dunged every Page of his Book, to make it produtii- 
ve of Strife and Confuſion. The only Objection 
we have againſt theſe Words of Luther 1s, — 

15 they 
* Hoc Verbo conſcientiæ tuæ imbecillitatem confirmart 

potes, ac dicere, etiamſi infinite Diabolorum n- 

riades &c. Luth. Catech. Maj. De Sacram. 
Altaris. 
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(39) | 
they want argument: For in the fame way of 
e Reaſoning we may prove Chriſt to be a Door. 
men 75 an hundred thouſand Devils in Conjunttion with 
Iny ſett of Men (hould ack; hovv Chriſt can be a Door? 
Joer wwe are ſure that Devils and Men put together are 
fr, vorſo vviſe Oc. But Chrifts vvords are expreſcly, I 
eam the Door. And vve vvould fain ſee 
% dare dittate &c. In both Caſes the Argu- 
ment is built upon this ſuppoſition, that the Words 
of Chriſt are to be taken literally; which is beggin 
Ce. . N þ — 

the Queſtion : Forin the latter Caſe it is confeſse 
that the words are to be taken figuratively , and 
that they are to be ſo underſtood in the former 
Caſe in the Inſtitution of the Sacrament, is the 
Point I have been all along determining. 

I cannot flatter my ſelf, that my Reaſons will 
appear in the ſame Light to every Reader, as they 
o tomy ſelf, For we can no more expect that 
all Man should think as we do, than we can ex 
pect them to have all the ſame ſtature or Comple- 
xton. For others therefore to be angry with us, 
becauſe we cannot come into their Sentiments, is 
not in reality to be angry with us, but with the 
Being, that formed us, for not furnishing us with 
Capacities equall to their own, If indeed we 
were obſtinate in our Opinions, and contuma- 
ciousl y perſiſted in them againſt evidentDemon- 
ſtration, the Blame would juſtly ly upon our ſel- 

that . 

they I ves. But Thope the foregoing Reaſons will plead 
our Cauſe fo far with you, as that you will pity 
mare ¶ and pardon ourError, if you till believe us to be 
. guilty of one: At leaſt I hope they will ſcreen 

| us 
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us eternally damned in another Life; Only 


vvith us in this Manner at our Everlaſting Expen. 


dish ny Body and my Blood; but -- vvbat ball I do! 


(49) 


us from the Rage of Violent Men, who pronounce 


becauſe in their Opinion we may be miſtaken in 
this. It is cruel in them to divert themſelve 


ee, and to play (like the Man in the Proverbs) with 
Firebrands and Death ſaying, are vve not in Sport? 
Luther, whom they would be thought ſo forward 
to imitate, ſets them a quite different Leſson in hi 
private Inſtructions ro Melancton to compoſe Mat. 
ters amicably with the Zwinglians, wherein he 
has theſe remarkable Words which I will leave 
with on to 5. — 25 aj 6 leiſure. 
- , Chriſt is my Witneſs ( ſays be) that I wvould | 
off this Difference (about the Sacrament) not only 


Perhaps they are induced out of a good Conſcience to en 
brace the other Opinion. Therefore let us bear with 
them: if they are ſincere, Chriſt the Lord vvill ſet the 
free. I onthe Contrary, as far as I knovu my ſelf, an 
led by my owvun good Conſcience into my Opinion; andi 
let them bear with me, if they cannot come over 
to my ſentiments. | 


o hoc Diſsidium (teſtis eſt mihi Chriſtus mens) re 
demptum non uno Corpore et Sanguine meo, ſed--quid 
faciam? Ipſi forte Conſcientid bond capti ſunt itt 
alteram ſententiam; feramus igitur eos: fi finceri 
ſunt , liberabit eos Chriftus Dominus. Ego contri 
captus ſum bond med Conſcientia (niſi mihi ſum igno. 
tus) in meam ſententiam : ferant et me, ſi non poſrum 
mihi accedere. Burn. Ref. V. 3. | 
: F1-NTS*. 


a Errat. P. 31 . : for the r. theſe, | 


